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ABSTRACT
The Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) survey of

its high school graduating classes gathers information about (1) the
postsecondary institutions they, plan to attend and the kinds of jobs
they hope to hold; (2) studdhts' perceptions of the quality of the
courses taken in high school and of their:preparation in academic/
sklill areas; and (3) students' perceptions of the effectiveness of
counseling services. In the spring of 1982, surveys were mailed to
all of the 8,678 June 1981 =PS graduates. Surveys were returned by
2,627-of the graduates, and results indicated that the vast majority
of graduates continual their education in postsecondary institutions,
with. 75 percent attending four-year colleges and universities., Those
not -attending school in 1981-82 were, generally employed in. .

business/office jobs, sales, or food/restaurant jobs. Wit the
'exception of foreign languages and mathematics, MCPScour es were-
rated as "good" or "very good" by over 80 percent of ,the tudents

'responding; and on the average, courses Are given' a "good" rating.
Students felt less well prepared in the academic skill areas (writing
papers, taking notes in class/ using the library, completing
homework, studying for tests, and managing time) than in the content
areas. The counselors received mixed ratings from the students.
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EXECUtIVii SUMMARY

) °'. .

FOLLOW-UP STUDY OF THE.HIGH SCHOOL CLASS OF 1981

'ONE YEAR AFTER GRADUATION'

4

Since 1943, the Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) has c onducted annual

surveys of -its high school +graduating classes. These surveys gathered

information primarily about the postsecondary institutions that(graduates

planned to attend and thq kinds of cobs they hop to hold. Graduates were .

queried -at two points in time: the sprin of their senior year and the

followiing

In response to questions rais ed by both school staff and community members

regarding how well MCPS is succeeding in educating its students and whht

happens to students as they progress in their education and Careers, the

survey activity was expanded substantially oo a'pilot basis in the 1981-82

;school year. Additional areas included covered:

o Postsecondary education and employment activities- during the first

year after graduation

o Students' -perceptions of the quality of the courses taken in high

school aid of the1r preparation in academic skill areas (note taking,

writing papers, managing time,- etc.); and, fop- those who took

vocational courses, their perceptions of the quality of those courses
0

Students' perceptions of. the effectiveness of counseling services

and the services of other high school staff, especially in such areas -

as preparing for future education or jobs, choosing among options for

college or vocational school, 'arid identifying sources of financial,

,aid for further education

Plans have been made for gathering these data at graduation and one, three,

and five years following graduation.
o

The present report, the follow-up survey of the graduates of the class of

1981, provides .the first summary of data colleceedas part of this expanded

efforr. It offers information on both the perceptions and postgraduate

experiences of the class of 1981 one year after graduation.

-

i'HE RESPONDENT SAMPLE

Surv eyg were mailed to all of the 8,678 June 1981 MCP944 graduates in the

spring of 1982, about nine months,after they graduated. After two mailings,

2,627 surveys (30 percent of the initial pample) were returned. This response

rate, while comparable to and even higher than that of other graduate surveys,

is lower,than desirable. As the survey activity is repeated in future years,

it will be critical to explore ways of increasing the respondent rate add

obtaining a fuller pictUre of the'opinions of MCPS graduates.

Respondents were grouped by race, sex, and achievement level to determine the

extent to 'which the respondent sample .reflected the ...composition of the

9
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1 students in the class, of 1981.1 Analyses indicate that responses were

received from all race, sex, and achievement groups in the regular high school

pr ram and all high schools were tepresented. However,'low-achieving males

wdfe slightly underrepresented and white middle- and high achieving 2females

and high-achieving males were overrepresented in the respondent sample.

Further, students with the highest achie(ement level responded most frequently.

(45 percent cif the sample compared with 31 percent of the population), while.

those, with low or no test scores responded least frequently (30 percent of the

sample compared with 47 percent of the population). While these disproportions

are not unexpected and are .often foundin surveys of this'kind, they nonethe-

less place certain limitations on'the generalizations which can' be drawn and

must be kept in mind in interpreting the findings.

. FIiDINGs.

POStORADUATE EDUCATIONAL AND EMPLOYMENT EXPERIENCES

The data show that the vast majority (88 percent) of graduates continued their

education in postsecOndary institutions, with 75 -percent. attending 'four-year

colleges and universities. The postsecondary, institutions most frequently
attended were the University of Maryland (College Park) and Montgomery College

(Exhibit E -1).

8

Significant differences in postsecondiry school attendance were found.when.the .

datawere examined by race and Aex. Black males and females . and Hispanic

female4 were less 'likely to continue in school after graduaticth than were

students from the ether race and sex groups`. Nonetheless, well over 70

percient of these students reported that jhey were continuing their education.

Differences were also found whih patterns of'postgiaduate attendanee-were'

examined by individual senior.high;school. The responses indicated that the

percentage of students continuing their edlIcatl.on ranged from a low of 76

percent at Wheaton to a high of 97 percent at Springbrook (Exhibit E-2).

Since these figures are considerably higher than those reported in past

follow -up studies, tt may be that many of those who chose not to respond to

the survey' were those who did not go on in school. .
11%

Those not atteRding, school in 1981-82 were ger?eral1y working, employed in

business/office j9ps, sales, or food/restaurant jobs. Haff'of this group of

students planned, however; on attending school in 1982-83, and only 6 percent
of the respbndents had no plans for further postsecoAdary eduction.

.

achievement' 1. Four C groups were formed: High '(66-99 Normal Curve Equivalent

' (NCE) on the California Achievement Test. composite score in the 11th grade);

average (44-65 NCE).;low (1-48 NCE); and those with no tests scores, a group

which may consist prectominanely of special students enrolls' in regular high

schools.
2. Inquturq years,iadditional follow-up activities will be undertaken where

preliminary analyses indicatte that some group of students is not. adequately

represented. This was not done for the Present study because of its pilot

nature.

4

E-2

O



EXHIBIT' E-1
Pr,

Schools Most Fretitently Attended by Graduates of the Class of 1981

School Name No. 1/4

1. University of Maryland (College Park,. Baltimore
Eastern Shore, Frostberg, Salisbury, Towson) 502 24.2

!2.

(t
Montgomery"C011ege (RoCkville, Takoma Park, Germantown) 409

3. Duke k 38 1.8

4. James Madiscln 31 1.5

.5. ypr ,

26 1.3

. t

6. University of Michigan - 24 1.2

Shepherds
,

24 1.2

7. University of Delaware 22 1.1

.

8. Penn Ste . 20 1.0

Syracuse
It

20 1.0

Catholic University , 20 1.0

,George Washington 20 1.0

9. Bostoh University . 16
, 0.8

Georgetown v 16 0.8

University of Virginia 16 0.8'

1(1. University of Pennsylvania . 15 0.7

Western Maryland 15 0.7

Cornell 14' 0.7

Loyola t 14 0.7

St. Mary's-College 14 0.7

W' r

S
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EXHIBIT E-2

Percentage of Students Attending Postsecondary School
In 1981-82 by High School '

High School
-Npercentage*'of

Res ndents by School

Area I
Montgomery Blair 86

Albert Einstein 87

J. F. Kennedy 90

Northwood 92

Paint Branch 84

Sherwood 82

Springbrook 97

Wheaton 76

Area 2
95Bethesda-Chevy Chase

Churchill 494

Walter Johnson 92

Richard Montgomery 84

Peary 86

Rockville 84

Walt Whitman 94

Woodward 93
fi

Area 3 ti

.0

Damascus 78

Gaithersburg 78

Magruder 89

Poolesville 77

Seneca Valley 83

Wootton '96

Total .
88

4

4
*Percentages computed by dividing number of students by total
.number in that school who returned their surveys.



STUDENTS' RATINGS OF COURSES OFFERED IN HIGH SCHOOL
.11

Students were asked .:to rate the quality of instruction provided in academic

and vocational courses Ind other electives using a 1 to 4 scale, with .1. being

"very ,poor" and 4 being "very good." They were instructed to provide ratings

only for academic and other elective courses in which they had taken at least

two semesters of instruction and-only for vocational courses_ in which they had

taken four semesters of instruction. Two scores were computed: average rating

and percentage of students giving a "good". or "very good" rating ('a 3 or 4).

,Overall, the responses show:that. with the exception of foreign languages and

mathematics, courses Wet* rated as "good" or "very good" by over 80 percent of

the students respondirig; and on the average, courses were given a "good"

rating (Exhibits. E-3, E-4, and E-5). In addition, foreign languages received

a "good" or "very godd" rats from 68 percent of the respondents; the

cotpacable figure for mathematic was 76 percent. Examination of these

ratings- by race and sex revealed s me significant differences, but these were

not 'cross cutting and appeared rather o vary as a function of the particular

department being assessed.

Further, despite the overall favorable ratings, it Was clear that at least

some students saw roomfor improvement in the major subject' areas. The area

mentioned as most in need of improvement was English, cited by 22 percent of

the respondents. Mathematics was cited next most frequently, with 15 percent

of the students indicating that it was in need of improvement. .

RATINGS< PREPARATION IN.STUDY AND TIME MANAGEMENT SKILLS

Students were asked to rate how well prepared they were in study and time

management skills. Specifically, they were asked 'to rate Iheit 'preparation.

o Writing papers, -

o Taking notes in class

o Using the library .

O Completing reading assignments and homework
40 Studying for tests

o Managing time
.0r

The data show that the respondents generally felt less well prepa red in these.

skill areas than in the content spbjects (Exhibit E-6). Further,. pdrceived

prepared4ss varied considerably among skill areas. Students felt the best

prepared for completing reading assignments and homework and using the

library, with approximately 70 percent of the respondents indicating' that they

were well Or very well prepared in the area. The loweseratings were given to

taking notes in class, studying for tests, and managing,Ome, with only about

50 percent of the respondents . reporting -that..they were well or very well'

prepared in' these skills: Ratings for writing papers fell between the Iwo

groups described above, with 66 percent of the respondents reporting that they

Were well or very well prepared in this area.

8
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EXHIBIT E -3

Students' Ratings of Academic Cdaries
.

'English'

Social Studiei
Foreign Language
Mathematics
Science

0

Average,
Rating

3.06*
3.06*
2.81

2.99
3.04*.

Percentage
Rating-Instruction as
"Good" or "Very Cole

.-

84

85.

68 \

76'

A 81

Percentage
galcing Two or

'More Semesters

1. 4.0=Very gold,

*Ratings significant
mathematics.

1

3.0=Good,

ly higher

240=Poor,

than those

1.0=Very poor

99
99

75

9§
99

assigned to foreign language and

EXHIBIT E -4

Percentage of Students Rating Vocational Courses

As "Good'? or "Very Good"

If

Business Education
Occupational Home

Economics
Cooperative Education
Trade/Industry

Average,
.Ratins

3.22*

3.05**
3.03**
.3.14

Percentage Rating
Courses As "Good'
or "Very GoOd"

Percentage of
Students. Taking
Four or More CoUrses

8,,ct

85
82

32

8

13

1.17

1. 4.0=Very good, .3.0=Good, 2.0=Poor, 1.0=Very poor

*Statistically signffidantly- higher than total county

average.
**Statistically
average.

a

vocational course

significantly lower than total county vocational

I
40..

lb

E-6
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course
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EXHIBIT E-5

Percentage of Students Rating,"Other Elective'! Courses
As'"Goc.d" or,"Very Good"

!Average,
Rating

Art 3.16
Music 3.13
Health/P.E./ 3.10
'Driver Ed.

ercentage Rating Perceniage.Taking
"Good" or "Very Good',' Two or More Courses

86
82

87

37

33

83

1. '4.0=Very good, 3.0=Good, 2.0=Poor, 1.0=Very poor

EXHIBIT E-6

Ratings of Specific Skill Areas

Skill. Area
/

Percentage Feeling
"Well" or "Very well"

. Prepared

Writing papers
Taking notes in. class
Using the library,
Completing reading assignments

and homework
Studying for tests
Managing rime

66

58

70

Average,

2.80*
2.64
2:80*

72 v 2.85*
2:51** '

46 2.41**

1. 4.0=Very well, 3.0=Well, 2.0=Poorly, 1.0=Very poqrly

*Statistically significantly higher than average county rating if .overall.
skill preparedhess.

**Statistically significant* lower than average county rating of overall
skill preparedness. N.

r
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RATINGS OF COUNSELORS AND OTHER:HIGH SCHOOL STAFF

Students were askei to rate the help they'h4ad received rrom 'counselors and

othdt high school staff' both in resolving school-related comflicts end

preparing for future work and school experiences. The responses show that the

counselors received mixed ratings from the student, with the majority

indicating that they ha adequate access to the counselors but with less than

half- repotting that they It that, their counselors knew them' personally and

understood theif indivl ual concerns. Interestingly, counselors neceiyed the

highest ratings from minoxity studentS, especially black students,# 'rho both

took greater advantage of counseling services and most frequently reported

that their counselors understood them (Exhibit E-7).

Ratings of .the ,helpfulness of "other staff,"*. such as teachers, career'

'coordinators, etc., were generally somewhat lowdr, with only' about 50 percent

of t.he students giving positive ratings to the help they received (Exhibit
. .

E-8).' While students reported seeking help from other staff in areas, such as

job skills/training, high school courses, skills and courses Eeed'ed for jobs

and college,Achools within and beyond a 50-mile radios of home, financial

aid, and strategies for applying to schools, they were generally not very

satisfied with the help they received. 4the areas rated the lowest were

financial aid, high school courses neede4 ,for job4/colleges, and .job

skills/training. r
0

4
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EXHIBIT E-7

Ratings of Copuselors

Asians
M F.

Blacks
M F

Understands me* 60. 53 75 60

. o
Is accessible . 91I 76 88 85

Enough time 74 71 90 74

di Sought'Info.* 77 84 76 90

a,

a

Whiten
/.1,' k

46 46

4
84 80

79 75

70 81

Hispanic
M F

Overall
M .F

60 48 4$ 46

83 81 84 80

86 69 79 75

74 79 71 .81

*Indicates,a,significantdifference between studetts by race and sex.

Percentage= of
Rating. Information'

EXHIBIT E-8

Students by Race and Sex
Received Very Helpful or Heipf

Area of
Help

Asian
M F

BlackMF
Job Skills/Training* 62 5 49 ;WI

U.S. Courses Needed
for Jobs/College 75 60,- 68 67

School Within 50
Miles of Home* 75. 60 60 64

Schools More Than
50 Miles of Home* 45 56 65 64

Financial Aid*. , 47- 4.6 . 55 63

Need to Apply-to-e----->

Variety of Schools 73 62 60 70.

White Hispanic Overall -'

.MF M. F
49 56 63

59 61 67 66

58 62 70 72

.51 55" .42 68

41 44 45 52

57 56 55_-63

50 57,'

60 61:

54 62

51 56

42 46

-10

58 57

*Significant,difference by race and sex.

V
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FOLLOh=UP STUDY OF HIGH SCHOOL CLASS OF 1981,
ONE YEAR AFTER GRADUATION

I
INTRODUCTION

wp Since 1963, the Montgomery County Publ4 Schools (MCPS) has conducted annual
surveys of its high school graduating classes. These .surveys gathered

information primarily about 'the postsecondary institutions that graduates
planned to attend and the(kinds of job they hoped to hold. Graduates were
queried at two points in time: The sprIng of their senior year and the
following fall. ,

4
A \'

In respqnse to questions raised by both school staff and community 'members
re4arditg how well MOPS is succeeding in educating its students'and what
happens to students as they progress in their education and careers, survey
activity was expanded. substantlally in the 1981-82 schooljnar. Additional
areas included covered questions regard4ng.student perceptions of ihe quality?

of instruction, the preparation received in study and time management skills,
the service provided by counselors, and. helpfulness of personnel in. MCPt high
schools in providing information on postsecondary schools iindnareara.aa.wel4
as questions about graduates' Tosthigh school activities. Plans,we're made for
gathering these data 'et graduation and*one, three, and We years following
graduation.

Using the revised ,format, two student surveys wereepiloted. in the spring of
1982:, a survey. of "graduating seniors (class of 1982), administered in four
high schools, and a survey of graduates (class of 1981), administered ippe, year
after leaving the system.

The present report provider a summary of responses to the follow-up survey of .

graduates of the class 1981.

PURPOSE

The survey was designed to gather data on what students were .doing end how
they felt about their. high school education one year af$ei. giaduation. In
addition, because of concerns raised by the Minority -Relations Monitoring
-Committee, special attention was given to determining hop studtnts, especially
minority students, perceived the education and the counfieling they had
received. Specific areas of 4nvestigation included:

o Postsecondary education and employment activities during the first..
year after graduation

1. Information frog the four7school survey of seniors of the class of 1982 has
been used to construct amore precise form for use in 1983 and, where useful,
was Shared with principals of the schools' surveyed. BecaUpe of the limdted
amount of. data collected, however, no formal report of fhii pilot senior
survey is planned.
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Stddents' perceptions of thqoquality of the courses taken in high

school. and of their-preparAtionfIT'iCiaemic.skill,ereasInote taking,

* Wilting papers, managing time; etc.), -and, for those twho took

vocational courses, their p&ceptionsof the qualityof those courses

. .

o Students' perceptiona of the effectiveness

and services of ether high School staff, especipall

file& or vocational school, and identifying
. sparing' for future education or jobs, ctibei

aid for further educattiqp .

of_cdUnseling services
ly in such areas as

sing among options for
sources, of financial

a

THE RESPONDENT SAMPLE
A4

Surveys were 'mailed to all of the 8;678 June 1981 MCPS graduate the

spring of 1982, about nine months after,they graduated..' After two mail*, a

total of 2,627 surveys or. 30 percent, of the initial sample were returned. This

response rate, whifecomparable to.and even.higher Ulan that of other graduate

surveys, is lower than.*disirable. . As the survey activity is repeated in

future years, it will be critical to explore ways of increasing the 'response

rate%and'obtaining a fuller picture of the opinions df MCPS graduates.

Respondents were grouped by race sex, ani iachievement levels to determine the

extent to which the respondent sapple reflected the 9omposition of .the

students in the class of.. 1981 (see Exhibits 1 and 2). Analyses indicate

that responses were received from all rate, sex, and achievement groufts in the

regular high school program (see Exhibit 3) and all high schools were

represented (Exhibit'4). ROwevermelow-achieving males were
a

slightly under-

represented and white middle- 'and high-achieving3females and high-achieving

malesewere overrepresented in the respondent"sample.

Further, students with the highest achievement level responded most frequently

N45 percent- of the sample compared with 31 percent of the poraafion), while

'those with low or.no test scores responded least frequently. (30 percent of the

sample compared with 47 percent of the population): While these disproportions

are not unexpected-and ate often found in sury of this kind, they nonethe--

less pliice certain limitations on the generaliza ons'which can' be drawn and

must be kept in mind in interpreting the findings.

2. Four achievement groups were for: High (66-99 Normal ,Curve Equivalent

(NCE) on the California Achlevemenflest, composite score in the 11th grade);

average 149-65 NCE) ; lov--(148--NCE); --and those with no tests -scores, a group

'which may consist predominantlrof.special students enrolled in regular high

schools.

3. In future years, additional' follow -up activities will be undertaken where

preliminary analyses.. indicate .that some group of students is not adequately

represented, This was not done for the present 'study because of 'its pilot

nature.

2
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EXHIBI% 1

Population and Sample by Sec and Race
r

Males Females'

Popul.- Sample

Race

Popul. Sample
2.

White

Alaskan/
American Indian

Asian

Black

Hispanic

41 34 '42

0 0

2

1

2 2

2 5

1 2

,T tal 49

4

39 ' 51

Total '

Popul. Sample

7

2 2

53 83 87

0 0 . 0

2 .4 4

4 9 6

.

61 99,- 100

EXHIBIT 2

Population and Sample by Achievement
.

California Achievement
Teat Composite Score's.

(14th Grade)

No\scores available

1-48 NCE*

49-65 NCE

66-99 NCR

*NM.Normal Curve. Equivalent score.

Four achievement groups Vie formed: High (66-99

(NCE) on the California Achievement Test, composit

7average (49-65.NCE); low (1-48 NCR); and those wi
which may consist predominantly. of special studeu

schools.

Populat
2

20

27
0

31

Sample
2

3

10

20

,25

45

rural Curve Equivalent
score in the 11th grade);

no tests scores, a.group
s enrolled in regular high-

1(
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EXHIBIT 3 ."\

Total Population and Same Proportions by Race, Sex, and Achievement

-

No Teat Scores 1-48 NCE : 49-65 NCE . A 66-99 NCE

Available
...4--

11th Grade California* 11th Grade celifornia* 11th Grade California* . Total

ulation Sample erot2L144111 5.1.110.11.
' f.2221.4!1.1211. 1421 12221EtATI Sam.Pli Po lation S

Race and Sex, 2 N 2 N at12--- 1 -N------2- 0 2 2 - 2I

i l .

White Males 632 7 78 0 . 890 10 146 6 742 9 201 8 11b11 15 478 18 3565 41 903 34

White Females 647 7 128 5 918 11 271 10 91 11 385 15 1182 14 615 23 3665 42 1399 53

Alaskan/Amer. .
2 . .

Indian Malps 1 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 "' 0 .0 0 0 0 0 1 0. .0 -6 ' 0 0 0

Alaskan/Amer.
Indian Females 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 10 0.1 2 0

Asian Males ?8 1 11 ' 0.4 41 0:5 8 0.3 20 0.2 6 0.2 54 0.6 44 0.9 193 2( 49 12

Asian Females 71 1 8 0,3 35 0.4 14 0.5 36 0.4 13 0.5 53 0.6 23 0.9 195 2 58 2

.... ....... ac44,4 44..
Black Kaifu; 119 1 5 0.2 165 2 19 0.7 56 0.6 10 0.4 . 28 0".3 7 0.3 368 4 41 2

Black Females 119 1 19 0.7 205 2 54 2 45' 0.5 16 0.6 36 0.4 12 0.5 405 5 10* ;4

%
Hispanic Males 48 0.6 8 0.3 33 0.4 7 0.3 25 0.3 9 0.3 17 0.2 7 0.3 123 1 31, 1

Hispanic Females 53 0.6 13 0.5 50 0.6 12 0.5 30 0.3 11. 0.4 15 0.2 7 0.3 148 2 43 2

a
.

e

Total Males b78 10 102 4 1,134 13 180 7 1143 10 226 9 1,400 16 516 20 4,255 49 4024 39

Total Females 890 10 168 1,213 14 .352 13 1,033 12 425 16 1,287- 15 658 25 4,423 51 1,603 61

'. . .

*Composite score

6586

4.7

R
17



4

EXHIBIT 4
*

Number of Surveys Mailed by School and Number and'Percentage Received

School
Name_

Area 1
Montgomery 16.414.st4

Albert Einstein
J. F. Kennedy,
-Northwood.

Paint Branch
Sherwood
Springbrook
Wheaton

Area 2
Bethesda-Chevy Chase
Churchill
Walter Johnson
Richard Montgomery
Peary
Rockville
Walt Whitman
Woodward

Area 3
DamsscuS
Gaithersburg
Magruder
Poolesville'
Seneca Valley
Wootton

Total

$

Number Sent Number Received
Percentage
Received

N.
4.--....

.

549 134 24

266 98 37

385 94 . 24

353
I

106 . 30

342. 10 32

339 80 24

520 152. . 29

399 123 31

398 4116' 29
590 204 35

376 124 32

'345
.

93 27

469 127 27

415 117 28

572 225 39

303 . 89 29

266 91 34

417 122 29

339 91
(

27

102
,,

.22 22

460 133 29

474 176 37

8,678 2,6Q7 30

5
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FINDINS

POSTGRADUATE EDUCATIONAL AND EMPLOYMENT EXPERIENCES'

The data show that the vast majority (88 percent) of graduates continued their

education in postsecondary-institutions, attending mainly four-year colleges

and universities. However, significant differences were .founds when

postgraduate enrollments were examined by race and sex, with blacks and

Hispanic females being less likely to continue their education than students

from other groups.

Thosp not attending school in ,1981-82 were generally working, employed in

business /office jobs, sales, or food/restaurant jobs. Half of This group of

students planned, 'however, on attending school in 1982 -83, and only 6 percent

of the respondents had no plans for further ppstsecondary education. Details

in these areas are presented in the seetiOns which follow. c.

`Students Attending School in 1981-82

o

. '7/

Eighty-eight percent of thail0.0ho responded had attended school

during the first year after graduation, and 85 percent indicated that

they planned on continuing to attend school during the 1982-83 school

year. This 88 percent attendance figure is.fts2VAVNLIjigher than the

78.7'percent-reported in the "Follow-Up Study of 1980 High getioa

Graduates" and probably reflects the fact that high- achieving

students are overrepresented in the present sample.

o Of those attending school, 75 percent attended a four -year college;

22. percent attended a two-year college, and 3 percent attended a

vocational, business, or trade school. Exhibit 5 shows the types of

schools _attended, categorized primarily according to the system in

Barron's Guide to Undergraduate Colleges (with the additional

category of "Ivy League" separated from 'Most Competitive Private").

o Of the students who provided

institution they were attending,

frequently . were the University
Montgomery College, with each being
respondents (Exhibit 6).

the name of*kthe postsecondary

the institutions named most

of Maryland (College Park) and

mentioned by 20 percent of the

Significant differences in postsecondary school attendance were

found when the data were examined by race and sex,. Specifically,

black males and females and Hispanic females were less likely to

continue in school after graduation than were students from the other

race and sex groups (Exhibit 7).

o Differences were also found when patterns of postgraduate attendance

were examined by individual senior high school (Exhibit 8). The

responses indicated that thelaerceftage of students continuing their

education after. high school ranged from a low of 76 percent at

Wheaton to a high" of 97 percent at Springbrook. Since these figuitea

are considerably higher than.those reported in :past studies, it is

likely that many of those who chose not to respond to the survey were

those who did not go on in school.

6 21
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4 EKHIBIT 5 cr
.0.

,
ii.

.

Types of Schools Attended by MCPS&aduates

School. Type*

Ivy League (e.g., Cornel), Yale, Princeton,
Utiiversity of Pennsylvania)

Most Competitive Private (e.g., MIT,
University of Chicago, Johns Hopkins,
Carnegie Mellon)

.. - -
HighlyCompetitive Private (e.g., Duke,

Georgetown, Brandeis, Rochester,
Oberlin, Vanderbilt)

Most and Highly Competitive Public (g,g.,
University of Michigan, University of
Virginia, Military Academies)

Very Competitiye Private (e:g.I Syracuse,
Boston University, American University
George. Washington University) .

gPercentage
Those Responding

4

3

4 Itlf OOOOOO

12

Very Competitive Public (e.g.,' Penn State,
Virgin a Polytechnic Instititte, University
of P16sburgh) 4

Competitive Public and, Private (e.g.,
University of Maryland, University of
Delaware, James Madison University)

Less Competitive, Noncompetitive, and
Not Rated Public and, Private (e.g.,
Howard, Salisbury State, St. Mary's
College,' West Virginia University)

Trade, Vocationtil, Arts Schools (e.g.,
Washington School for Secretaries (WSS),
Sterling Institute, Washington Business
School, Capitol Institute of Teihnology)

Junior/Community Colleges (e.g.,
Montgomery College)

3

3

21'

i

TOTAL 100

*Categories,taken from Barron's GuideLlo Undergraduate Colleges, (1982) with

the subgroup "Ivy League" separated from other "Most Competitive Private"

schools.

22
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VS EXHIBIT 6

, Schools Most;Prequently Attended by Graduates of the Class of 1981

+IL

Schobl Name No.

1: University of Maryland (College Park, Baltimore, .

Eastern.Shore, Prostberg, Salidbury, Towson)

2. Montgomery-College (Rockville, Takoma Park, GermaUtown)
i .

507
i

409

3. Duke 38

4. James Madison 31

S

5.. VPI 26
A

6. University of Michigan 24

Shepherd 24
1

7.. University of Delaware 22.......... 4. 0. 01,..... O. .....
8. Penn State 20

Syracuse
20

Catholic University 20

George Washington 20

Boston University 16

Georgetown 16

University of Virginia 16

10: University of Pennsylvania 15

Western Maryland . 15

Cornell a
Loyola

14

14

St. Mary's College 14

a

24.2

19.7.

, 1.8

1
1.5

'1.3

1 . 2

1.2

0.8
0.8

, 0.8

0.7

0.7
0.7

V:7

.8

23
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EXHIBIT 7 .

-Percentage of Sample Students by Sex and Race. Attending tchool;in 1981.82

Males Females Total

White 87 88 88

Asian 92 95. 93

Black 73* 78* 77*

90 81'or 85

fothl 87 88 1 88,

*Proportion attending school.significantly loWer than othersex by racial

groups.

44

V

9

V

I

24
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EXHIBIT 8

Percentage.of Students Attending Postsecondary.School
in 1981-82 by High School

Hie School

Area
lEelrTiagery Blair

Albert Einstein
J. F. kennedy
Northwood'
Paint-Branci;
Sherwood
Springbrook..
Wheaton

Area 2
Bethesda - Chevy Chase

Churchill
Walter aqhason
Richard Montgomery
Peary
Rockville
Walt Whitman
Woodward

Area 3
Damascus
Gaithersburg
Magruder
Poolesville
Seneca Valley
Wootton

Total

a

rrir

Percentage* of
Rettpondents by School vb

86
87
90
92
84

J 82
97 A

76

he -4

95
94

192
84
86
84
94
93

78
78
89
77
83
96

88

*Percentage? computed by dividing number of students by
total number in that hoof who returned their surveys.'

A
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o In addition, analyses showed that there was a tendency -for students.

in, the Bethesda/Potomac area to'attend the
,
more elite or prestigious

colleges and universities, while othev more , often attOded junior

colleges and four-year colleges, in the other categories (Exhibit 9).

Students Not Atnending School in 1981-82

f
o Twelve percent of the respondents indicated 'that they did not attend

postsecondary schools during the 1981-82 s400l year, although half

planned to do so in the fut
4

o Most of these graduates46o did not attend school (88 percent) were

employed at least part of the year since graduation, and 84 percent'

were employed at the time of the sutvey. Full-time work occupied .

about 71 percent of those employed, generally in- business or offices

(28 percent), sales (13' percent) or food/restaurant work (10 per-

Cent).

o Their average hourly wage red between $4 and $5.
44. .

.

o Significantly. more females; piriicularly- black 'females, and I

'''significantly fewer white males were included in this group (Exhibit

10). Further, this group was also characterized by a disproportion-

ately rarge -number of students' who were low achievers or who had no,

tgst scores (Exhibit 11).
ta or g It ..... jy,...0 .g.g

STUDENTS'. RATINGS OF COURSES OFFERED IN HIGH SCHOOL

Students were asked 'to rate the quality of instruction provided in academic'

and vocational courses and other electives (art, music, and P.E.), using a 1

to 4 scale, with 1 being "very poor" and, 4 being "veryligood." They were

instructed to provide Vith ratings only for academic and other elective

Courses in which they had taken at least two semesters of instruction and only

for 'vocational courses in which they had taken four semesters of instruction.

Two scores were computed: average rating and percentage of students giving a

"good" or "very good" rating (a 3 or 4).
wo

Overall, the responses show that with the exception of foreign languages and

mathematics, the cours were rated as "good" or "very good" by over 80

percent of the studgsfnts responding; and on the average, courses were given a

"good" rating. However, significant differences in ratings were found among

schools and groups of students. Further, despite these.favorable ratings, it

was clear that at,loast some students saw room for improvement in the major

subject areas. Details are presented.below.

Academic Subjects

o Virtually all respondents indicated', t'- .'.they had taken two or more

semesters of courses in English, EgodiSrjstudies, mathematics, and

science. In contrast, only- 75 percent of the respondents reported,

takingoTwo or more semesters of .courses in foreign languages. No

statistically significant differences were fOund.when the'data were

examined by race and. sex (Exhibit 12).



EXHIBIT 9

Types of Collegesipnd Trade Schools Attaid9d by Graduates of Each MOPS High2School

High School

Area 1
Montgomery Blair
Einstein
Kennedy
Northwood
Paint Branch
Sherwood
Springbrook
Wheaton

I

Area 2
Bethesda - Chevy' Chase.

Churchill
Walter Johnson
Richard Montgomery
Peary
Rockville
Walt Whitleag
Woodward:

Area 3
Damascus *

Gaithersburg
Magruder
Poolesville
Seneca Valley
Wootton.

Ivy
League

0*
0
5
3

0
1

7

1

10

3
4

3
0

'7
12
.J'

-2

3

2'

4,

Most
Comp.
Primate

Highly
Comp.
Private

Most/
Highly
Comp.

Public

Vtry
Coupe

Private

Very
Comp.

Public

Comp.
.Public &
Private

Less
Comp.,

Non-Comp.,
Not Rated

Vocational,
Business,
Trade,
Arts

Junior/
Community
Colleges

2 5 2 3 3 49 4 4 27
1 5 0 9 3 39 3 10 31
3

1

4
2

3-
1

16

6
3

2

42
53

4
.2

5

4

.16

25
1 6 2 9 3 51 2 1 23

10. 1 0 9 4 35 7 3 29
1 2 11 9 46 2 3 15
1 3 5

^4I
3 43 5 8 3.1'

.11 18 13 2 25 4 3 12
0 14 13 6 .44 2 1 10
7 11 16 2 36 4 1 17
1' 6 13 1 37 4 6 25.
3 10 1 10 2 38 0 5 32'
2 8 1 15 . 7 33 1 3. 23
8

8 (11;:l

8

5

23
12

2

.4

28
34

2

.0

1

1

6
13

6 2 5 6 31 2 8 40
1 .13 5 3 o 32

17 9

.37
30 3 3 30

0 6 0. I 0 0 53' 0 12
0 2 3 11 7 35, 3 4
5 6 1 13 9 49 3 0

*Numbers'are percentages of students*in each'school.

658b
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EXHIBIT 10

Sex and Race of Students Not Attending School in 1981-82

Race

White

Asian

Black

Hispanic

Total

Number in Group

Percentage of Group
Not Attending School Percentage In Sample
Males. Females Males Females

53 34 53.

1 1 2 2

3 7 2 4

1 2

36. 6164 39

ill) 196 1,024 1,603.

EXHIBIT 11 .

Achievement Level of Students Not Attending School in 1981-82

California Achievement Test
11th Grade Composite

1

Percentage of Group
Not Attending School

Percentage
In Total Sample

No Score Available
I

1 -48 NCE*

49-65 NCE

66--99 CE

47

15

11

'10

20

25

45

Total 99 '100

r

- .Number in Group 306- -2.627

MICEirMormal Curve Equivalent score.

Four achievement groupie were foimed:' High (66-99 Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE)

- on the California Achievement Test, composite score in the 11th grade);

average (49-65 NCE); by (1-421MI) ; and those with io tests scores, a group
which may consist predominantly of special students enrolled in regular high

schools.

. 13 29



EXHIBIT 12

Percentage of. StOdents by Sex and Race
Enrolling* in Various Academic Courses

4,

t . Asian.
K F

Black'
M F

White
K F

HispanicMF-
Overall14F

. .

English 96 100 98 . 99 98 98 97 98 98 98de

?

Social Studies 98 98 95 99 96 97 100 ,95 96. 97

Foreign Language . '71 86 54 67 66 80 74 79 66 79

s Mathematics ',0...100. 100. 93 97. 96 98. 97 98. .96 98

Science 98 97 85 94 96 96 100 81 '96 95

*Enrollment based on students who took two or more semesters of courses.

I

30

I



English, social studies, and sci ce were rated as "good" or "very

good" by over 80 .percent o the respondents. Significantly lower

ratings were given to mathemat cs and foreign languages, however,

with mathematics being rated as '!good" or "very good",by 76 percent

of the respondents and foreign linguages receiving a rating of good

or very good from 68 perc nt of the respondents (Exhibit 13). A

similar pattern of ratings WA found where the average rating was

examined.

o Differences in .ratings by race and sex of student were also found

(Exhibits 14a and 14b). For example, ..males rated, mathematics

instruction significantly igher than. females (79 percent vs 75

percent), although mtles and females took equal amounts of

mathematics Bourses. ian - students gave mathematics signiii
cantly higher ratings than other groups.of studentS, with 88 'percent

of the Asian females anb 98 percent of the AsIA males rating it as

( good or very good. Hispa c males and white females, in contrast,

provided the lowest rat ngs (67 percent and -.74 percent respectively,
rating mathematics "good" or "very good").

o Differences were also fo d when ratings were examined 'by individual

school, with atudents often offering the moat favorable ratings to

_ schools not typically c ted as the highept achieving in MCPS. Most

schools,, however, .wer found to have both strengths and weaknesses,

and the pattern depended on the particular department rated.

o The area mentioned as set in need of ivativement was English, cited'

by 22 percent of t e respondents. MathematiCs was cited next most

frequently with 15 pe cent of.the students indicating that it, was in .

need of Improvement ( xhibit 15).

A

4

p

4. Amount of ma tics taken was restricted 'to two.or more semesters in high

school.
.

1

5. Ratings by in ividually'identified school are flat being-presented for this

pilot survey but it be in.future years.

15 _31
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EXHIBIT 13

Students' lettings of Academic Courses

IAverage,
Rating

Percentage Percentage
Rating Instruction as Taking'Two or
"Good" or "Very Good" More Semesters

English

Social Studies

Foreign Language,

MathebaticS

Science 0

3.06*

3.06*

2.81;

2.99

.3:04*

84

85

68 .

76.

81

99

99

75

99
1

.99

1. 4.0=Wery good, 3.044odd, 2.0..Foor, 1.0=Very poor

*Ratings significantly higher than those\assigned to foreign language and
mathematics.

1

16

32
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EXRIgIT 14a

Percentage of-Students Rating Academic Courses as
"Good" or "Very Good" by Race and Sex

English

Social Studies

Foreign Langua

Thematic

-Science

Asian Black White Hispanic Overall
M F M f

77- 95

87 78

52 79

67 .79

68 80

M F M F M F

07 78 88 91 82 84-

79. 82 82 87 86 85

77 . 74 59 78 66 68

98 86 82 77 78 74

.94 79 83 85 83 81

83 .84

86 85

66 69

/9 75

83 81

EXHIBIT 14b

Average Ratings' of Academic Courses by Race and Sex

- Asian
M . F

Vnglish* 3.15+ 3.00

Social StudieS 2.98- 2.96-

iositign Language* 72.91+
,

2.92+

Mithemitics* '3443+ 3.24+

4,, Science 3.42+' 3.14+

Total Acadepics 3.19+ 3.0

Black
M F

3.08 3.21+.

2.97- 3.04.
.

2.59- 3.07+

3.00 3.05+

9..06 3.02

-2.'96- 3.08+

White
M F

Rispasitc

M F
Overall
M F

2.98-i 3.10+ 3.00- . 3.26+ 2.99- 3.11+

3.08 '3.06 3.16+ 3.02- 3.07 3.06

2.76- 2.82 2.61- 3.18+ 2.76- . 2.84

3.04+ .2.93- 2.4- 3.00 3.05+ 2.95-

3.07 3.01 2.74- 3.17+ 3.07 3.02

3.00 2.99 2.85- 3;.12+ 3.00 3.00 .

*Differences significant by race and sex .

1. 4.0 -Very good', 3.0 -Good, 2.0 -Pool, 1.O'Verp poor

Plukes (+) and minuses-(-).signify two or more standard errors from the total

county mean; !standard etror=414 for English,' social studies;, and science; .02
for foreign language, and'..016 for math. A+) and (-)lor total academic score
based on a standard error of .02. Using a standard error of .02, total county
averages for English, social.peuiligs, and science are .significantly higher
than-those for math and foreign language.

658b/75



EXHIBIT 15

'Percentage of Students Indicating-That Courses Were

"In Need of Improvement"

Course. Percentage

English 22

Social Studies 7

Foreign Language
Mathematics 15

Science 8"

Vocational Courses

Vocational, courses. were divided into four groups: Business Education,

------7*itiparion-st home Economics, Cooperative Education, and Trade and Industrial

Courses; The data show the following:

o Enrollment. rates sliffered Widely among the foul areas, from a low of

13 percent in, Cooperative .Education to a. high of 32 percent in

Business Education. Exhibits 16 and 17 present more detailed
.

findings,in'this area. .

o Overall, these courses were rated as "lode" or "very good" by over

80 percent of the students responding. A. similar pattern of ratings

was found when overall average rating was considered.

o For each of the subject areas, differences in ratings were found by

race and sex (Exhibits 18a and 18b).

o Differences were. also found when ratings were examined by individual
4:

school and departments within schocils.

Art, Music, and. Health/Physical Education/Driver Education

cc Differences in participation rates varied considerably with 37

percent of the respondents reporting two or more semesters of art, 33

percent reporting two or more semesters of music, and 83 percent of

the respondents reporting two or more semesters of health, physical

education, or driver education .(Exhibit 19). For art and music,

differences in- participation rates were also found by race and sex.

(Exhibit 20).

o °Venal, .courses in art, ,music, and health/phylical education/

driver education were rated es good or very good by oiler 80 percent

of the students taking two or more semesters (Exhibit 19).

.
Significant differences in ratings of'courses were found for art and

music when the, data were examined by race and sex (Exhibits 21a and

21b).

18 34



EXHIBIT 16

Percentage of Students Rating,Vocational Courses
As "Gooch" or "Very Good"

Percentage" 'Percentage of
Avevage, Rating Courses As .Studepta Taking

Rating "Good" or "Very. Good" Four .or More Courses

Business Education 3.22* ' 88

OcCupati&nal Home
Economics 3.05** .-81'

Cooperative Education 3.03** 85

Trade/Industry 3.14 8

32

18'

13

.17

I. 4.0=Very good, 3.0.Good, 2.0...Poor, 1.0 -Very poor

*Statistically significantly higher than total county vocational course

average. .J.d>

**Statistically significantly lower than total county vocational coMke
average. ' 6.4"'

a

EXHIBIT 17
I

Percentage of Students by Sex and Race Enrolling*. in Vocational Courses

Asian.MFMFBlack . White
M F

Hispanic
M F

_Overall
M 17

Business /Office 31 40' 49 51 '24 35 32: 37 25 37

Occupational Home
Economics 4 24 22 43 8. 22 19 21 9. 24

Cooperative-Educ'. 12. 17 27 29 10 13 23 23 .12 14

Trade/Industrial 33 17 37 22 29 8 29 19 30 9 a

.

A
*Enrollmenbased on students iaho'took four or more semesters of courses.

.

#
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EXHIBIT 18a

Percentage of Stgdents by. Sex and Race
Rating Vocational Courses "Good" or "Very Good"1

Vocational
Area

Asian
K F

Business. Education* 100 96

'.Occupational Home
Economics* 0

2
79.

Cooperative Educ.* 16 60

Trade/Industry* 100 70

. Black
M. F

90 94

78 06

91 90w

87 68

White
M .F

, Hispanic
M F

Overall
:slit F

79- 90 , 410 94 81 91

62 86 50
3.

78 61 86

76 91 71 80 78 89

84 79 56 63 84 76

EXHIBIT 18b

Average Ratings
1
of Vocational Courses by Sevand Race

Vocationsil

Area
Asian Black

K
White
M . F

. Hispanic
M t F

pv
M

rall
F

'Business Education* 3.13- 3.35+ 3.30+ 1.41+ 2.95- 3.32+ 2,90- 3.38+ 2.98- 3.33-

Occupational Home
Economics* 2.00- 2.92- 2.89- 3.09 2.67- 3.17+ 2.50-3 3.00 2.67- 3.15+

Cooperative Educ.* 3.00 2:70,- 3.00 3.07 2.88- .3.14+ 2.71- 3.10 2.89- 3.11+

Trade/Industry* 3,25+ 2.80- 3.33+;,e2.68- 3.20 3,12 2.87- 3.20 3.02-

Tots]. Vocational 2.90- 3.02-'3.16 x.13 2.93- 3.21+ 2.76- 3.15 2.94- 3.10
der

A

*Differences in percentages statistically significant among sex by race groups
for all areas . J.

1.-4.0Verygood,J3(0Goodc 2. Foes' -,- 1.40..Very poor

(+) and (-) based on standard errors of .024 for Business Education, .036
for Occupational Bone 'Economics, .037 for Ceoperative Education, and .039
for Trade /Industry.

2. Percentage based on only two students
3. Percentage based on only six students
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EXHIBIT. 19

Percentage of Students Rating "Other Elective" Courses

As "Good" or "Very Good"

Average.,

Ratio
Percentage Rating
"Good" or "Very Good"

Percentage Taking
Two or More Courses

we

Art 3.16 86 37

Music 3.13 82 33

Health/11.E./ , 3.10 - 87 83

Driver Ed.

1. 4.0mVery good 3.O'Good, 2.OmPoor, 1.0mVery poor

EXHIBIT 20

Percentage of Students. by Race and Sex
Enrolling in "Other Elective" Courses

Asian Black White Hispanic Overall

M F M F M F M F M F

Art* 41 53 .32 47 29 40 58 51

Music* 29 40, 24 48 34 32 .'32 26

Health/P.E.1
Driver,Ed. ap " 89 89 83 84 86.

31 41

33 13

81 83

*Statistically significant difference foi stud s by sex.and race.
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EXHIBIT 21a

Ratings of Otter Elective Courses

Percentage of Students Rating "Other Elective" Courses
As "Good"-or "Very Good" by Ace and Aex IP

Asian Slack White H spanic Overall.
M F M F M F M F 14 F

Art* 80 94 92 87. 81 88 72 86\ 81 88

91 75 87Mudic* 93 87 90 77 74 88 , 70

Driver Ed. 85 98 94 89 86 87 85 84

Hoalth/PlEd
86 87.

*Statistically significant differences found by race and sex..

EXHIBIT 21b

Average Mati9gs of "Other Elective" 6ourses.

Asian Black
M F M F,

White Hispanic

M. F
Overall
M F

Art*

Musid*

Healtb/P.E./
Driver Ed.

2.95- 3.29+ 3.23# 3.17 3.05- 3.22+ 2.89- 3.27+

3.14 3.30+ 3.30+ 3.12 3.007 3.214 2.70- 3.27+

3.10 3.17+ 3.56+ 3.27+ 3.07- 3.0h 3:234k 3.19+

3.04- 3.22+

3.01- 3.21+

3.10 3.09.'

Total Electives 3.07 3.23+ 3.41+ 3.21+ 3.05- 3:15 3.01- 3.23+ 3.06- 3.15

1. 4.0-Very good, 3.0 Good, 2.0 -Poor, 1.O -Very poor

*Statistically significant differences foUnaby race and sex.

CO and (-) based on standatd 'errors of .024 for art, .028 for ausic, and
.015 for bealth/Oprisal. eduvion/driver,education.

658b/75
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o Differences in 'rating's for-, art, music, and healthiphysical-

education/driver education were found when ratings were examined by

. individual school.

RATINGS OF PREPARATION IN STUDY AND TIME MANAGEMENT SKILLS

In addition to rating instruction in specific contedf areas, students 'were

also asked to rate how well prepared they vere!in what might be called "study.

and time management skills." Specifically, they were 'asked to rate their

Treparationin:

o Writing papers
o Taking notes n class
o Using the lib ry

o Completing rea ing assignmedts and homework

o Studying for tests

o Managing time

Exhibit 22 presents the overall respons' of the group to this question. Thi

data show thatihe respondents generally felt less well prepared in these

skill areas than in the Content subjects. Specifically:

o Despite the fact that reepondents rated instruction n English

highly, only 66 percent felt well or very well prepared for writing

papers.

o Students felt the best prepared for completing rea

and homework and using the library, with approximate

the respondents indicating they were well or ve

these areas.

assignments
70 g rcent of

well p epared in

o The lowest ratings'were given.to taking notes in class, studying. for

tests, and managing time, with only about 50 percent of the

respondents reporting that they were well or very well pre$7)ed in

these skills:
. ..,

o Difference -in rating were also fpund when the data were examined by

race, sex, and high school attended (Exhibits 23 and:24).

OVERALL. SATISFACTION WITH HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION

Overall, students expressed sati
Seventy-four percent of the
with the program that they rece
indicated that they found. their
significant differences bzrace,
found.

faction with their high school education.

spon4ents indicated that they were satisfied

althou 63 pircent of the respondents

gh.school ogram somewhat or very easy. No

sex, or% senior high school attended were*

Nonetheless, 39 percent .spaid that they would.make changes in their course of

study, if they had it to do over. They indicated that they would take more

math
"If

science, foreiforeign languages, businesa, and advanced placement classes.

Responses to this imitation differed significantly by race. About 50 percent

of the black and Asian students said they would change their program. White

and Hispanic students were significantly.less likely. to Indicate that they

would'do so (31.perceut and 40 pdreent, respectively).



EXHIBIT 22

Ratings of Specific Skill Areas

.111

Skill'Area

Percentage Feeling
"Well" or "Very well"

Prepared

Ameragel.
Rating

Welting papers 2.80*

Taking notes in class 58 2.64

Using the, library 70 2.80*

Completing reading
assignments. and

homework

110

72 2.85*

Studying for tests 52 2.51**.

Managing time 46 2.41**

1. 4.0=Very well, 3.0=Well, 2.

*Statistically significantly
skill pfeparedness.

0=Poorly, 1.0 =Very poorly

higher than average county

**Statistically significantly lower
skill preparedness.

658b/75
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MIST 23

Percentage of Students by Race and Sex .

Feeling Very Well or Well Prepared in Specific Skill Areas,

Skill Area
Asian
M F

Writingipapers +* 80 64

Taking notes in
class 58 65.

Using the
library 76 70

.Completing reading
assignments and
homework* 82 85

Black White 7 Hispanic Overall
M F M F MF-

.

63 '70 63 67 54 74 ,.64 67 .

37 65 55 60 57 60 15. 60

83 1t6 72 .68 71 71 73 68

63. 85 66 75 63 80 67 76

Studying for t

tests 64 60 43 58 51 50 ' 48 71 5. 52.

Managing time* 44 56. 23. 43 42 48 '41 63' 41 48'

*Statistically significant differences found betwien the eight sex-bi--race

groups for this skill.
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' EXHIBIT 24

Average Skill Preparedness by SeX and Race'

Skill Area
AaianMFMFBlack .White Hispanic

M F MF Overall
M F_

Writing Papers* 3.00+ 2.73- 2.67- 2.84+ 2.73- 2.85+ 2:64- 2.80 2.74- 2.84+

Taking Notes* 2.60- 2.82+ 2.33- 2.78+2.57- 2.69+,2.41- 2.66 2.56- 2.70+

,Using: the Library 2.93+'2.83 2.90+ 2:97+ 2.82 2.76- 2.39 2.86+ 2.83 ?.78

Homework* 2.97+ 3.09+ 2.77-. 3.04+ 2.72- 2.90+ 2.78- 3.06+ '2.74- 2.92+

Studying.for Tests 2.71+ 2.78+ 2.40- 2.55+ 2.52 2.48 2.41 - 2.56+ 2.52 2.50

Managing Time* 2.38 2.64+ 2.03- 2.42 2.36- 2.44 2.30-2.69+ 2.34:-. 2.45+

Total 2i77+ 2.82+ 2.52- 2.77+ 2.621 2.67 2.56-4 2.82+ 2.62- 2.70
4

1. 4.0Wery goad, 3.0 -Good, 2.0-Poor, 1.0 -Very poor

*Statistically significant difference by sex and race.

(+) and (-) based on standard errors of .018 for writipt papers, taking notes,

studying for tests, and 'managing time; and .016 for using the library and pre-

paring for homework and reading assignments.

2



RATINGS OF COUNSELORS AND OTHER HIGH SCHOOL STAFF

Students were 'asked to rate the. help they had received from counselors and
other high school staff both in resolving school-related conflicts and

preparing for future work and school experiences. Theresponses show that
counselors and staff received mixed ratings frOm the students, and areas for

imprwment'were clearly indicated.

Counselors

Students were asked to rate the counseling services they had received from
three perspectives: the frequency of visits to the counselor, the adequacy of

the time allotted for Counseling, and the degree to which the counselors knew
them personally and understood their individual concerns. The data show, the
following:

.

o Counselors were visited by 77 percent of the respondents an.average
of.four or five times' in the last two years of high school.

Frequency of visits to counselors differed, however, by race and

sex. Overall, iinority students reported visiting counselors two or-

three times more often than did white students.id the last two years
of high school. Females sought counseling more often than males,

with 81 percent vs. 71 percent reporting that' they had visited the
counselor four or five times during the last two years. Black and

Asian females had the highest proportion of all groups using
counseling services (90 percent and'84..perdent, respectively).

o
0

Eighty -two percent of the students reported they could see a

counselor when necessary, and 76 peicent said there was sufficient
time to deal with their questions. Some differences were found,

however, as function of the sex of the respondent. Male students
perceived the' counselors as more accessible and more able to devote

adequate time to discussion than female students (84 percent of the
males, compared with 80 percent of, the females. saw the counselor as

available when needed, and 79 percent of the males compared with 75
percent of the females reported that thire was sufficient time to
daal with their 'questions). No significant difference related to

race were found (Exhibit 25).

EXHIBIT 25

Ratings of 'Counselors

AsiansMFMFM,Blacks Whites
F

Hispanics
?IF

Over'
M F

Understands and *' 60' 51 75 60 46 60 48 48 46

is accessible 91 76 88 85 .84 80 83 81 84' 80

Enough time .74 71 90 74 79 75 86 69 79 75.

Sought Info.* 77 84 76 90 70 81 74 79 71 81
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o Slightly lees than half the students (47 percent) felt. that -.their

counselor knew them personally and understood .thee individual

concerns. Minority students gave counselors a significantly .more

favorable rating in this area (counselors were rated as understanding

by 75 percent of the black' males and .60 percent of the Asian and

Hispapic males and black 'females), while white studants rated the

cound'elors least favorably. with only 46 percent giving positive

ratings.'

High School Staff as a Whole

Students were asked to provide ratings of theilelpthlness.of other staff, such

as teachers, career coordinators, etc.,.in providing information in variety

of areas. These were:.

o Job skills/training'
o High school courses'needed for jobs lf college

o Schools within 50 miles of home

o Schools more than 50 miles from home
1

o Financial aid
o Need, to apply to ayariety of schools

Exhibits 26 and 27 present data on the dernee to which students sought help in

these areas, and their ratings of the help received, both. for the sample as a

whole and by race and sex.

o Overall, the data show that the majority of students sought help

from staff in each of these areas,.but only about 50. percent of the

students gave positive ratings to the help they received. In almost

every area there is a discrepancy of 20 points !or more between the

percentage of 'students saying they sought help from staff and the,

percentage reporting that the. information received was Jielpfult or

very helpful.. The largest gaps were: found in the areas' of financial

aid, high school courses needed fdi 'jobs/colleges,. and job skills/

training.

Staff .received the highest ratings, with 62 percent saying the

information was helpful .or very helpful in. provididg information

regarding schools' within 90 miles of home. This is also the area in

which students were least likely to seek information.

o Differences in ratings by race and sex were also found.' White and

Hispanic students 'sought, help the least often and were the most

negative about the help they received. Asian males were the most

positive (see Exhibit 28 for overall ratings by sex and race).

o Significant 'differences in ratings by individual school were also

found. However,-as-wIth-theother-ereasexaminad schools. had_ both

strengths and weaknesses in each of the areas assessed.

658b/75
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EXHIBIT 26

Percentage of Students by Race and Sex
Who Needed Help From Staff

Area of
Help

Asian
1417

Black
M F.M

Job-Skills/Tfaining 85 93 88 88

H.S. Courses Needed
for Jobs/College 92 96 93 95

School Within 50.
Miles of Home 73 80 77 80

Schools More Than
50 Miles of Home 71 71 84 84

Financial Aid 83 98 88 90

Need to Apply to a
Variety of Schools 78 90 85 87

White
F

75 82

86 88

62 65

68 71

70 71

77 '78

Hispanic,
M,F

OverallMF
77 78 76 83

87 86 87 89

67. 67 63 67

70 63 69 72,

60 61 71 74

73 72 77 79

EXHIBIT 27

Percentage of Students by Race and Sex
Rating InformatimReceived "Very Helpful" or "Helpful"

Area of
Help

Asian
M F

BlackMF Whi;p
M F

HispanicMF OverallMF
Job Skills /Training *. 62 53 49 73 49 56 (61 63. 50 57

H.S. Courses Needed
for Jobs/College 75 60 68 67 59 61 67 66 60 61

School Within 50
Miles of Home* 75 60 60 64 58 62 70 72 59 62

Schools More Than
50 Miles of Home* ,45 56 65 64 51 55 42 68 51 56

Filiancia4 Aid*. 47 46 55 63 41 44 45 52 42 46

Need to Apply to
Variety of Schools 73 62 60 70 57 56 55' 63 58 '57

*Significant difference by raeb.an# sex.



EXHIBIT 28

Average. Rating' of Helpfulness of Staff by Sex and Race

Asian
Area Of Help *

Job Skills Needed* 2.74+ 2.64+

High School Courses
Needed 2.91+ 2.75+

Schools Within 50
Miles of Home* 2.94+ 2.69

Schools Outside
50 Miles of Home 2.26- 2.51

Financial Aid* 2'.45+ 2.,33'

Black White Hispanic Overall.

2.63 2.93+ 2.50-

2.86+ 2.75+ 2.61-

2.80+ 2.70 2.59-

2.814'2.71+ 2.46-

2.46+ 2.72+ 2.23-

Apply to a Large
Number of SchoTas 2:81+ 2.69+ 2.70+ 2.72+ 2.56

'Total 2.69+ 2.60 2.71+ 2.76+ 2.49-

4FMF*FMFMF
2,62 2.32- 2.72+ 2.52-

2.69 2.63- 2.81+ 2.64

2.70 2.70 3.00+ 2:627

2.57 2.32- 2.80+ 2.47-

2.33 2.17- 2.57+ 2.25-

2.56 2.27- 2.79+ 2.57

2.58 2.44- 2.78+ 2.51-

2.64+

2.70

2.71

2.58

2.36

40

2.59.

2.60

1. 4.0.Very 2.0-Of little help, 1.0..Not'atall helpful

*Statistically significant difference by sex and. race.

(+) and (7) based on standard errors of .019 for skills andtraining needed, .018

for high school courses needed for college, .023 :rot schools within 50 miles of

home, .022 for schools outside 50 miles from home, .023 for financial aid, and

.022 for applying to a range of schoold.
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